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should restore Alton and Granite City
to their rightful places as entitlement
cities, and I hope the House will do
that.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of this resolution that would re-
store the entitlement status to Alton
and Granite City for consideration in
the community development block
grant program.

I want to thank my colleague and
friend, Congressman COSTELLO, who
will be following me, for his leadership
on this. This is a snafu that happens in
government, and we are glad to come
together, united, to attempt to fix this.

The bottom line geographical issues
are that I am from Collinsville, Illi-
nois, in Madison County. I represent
half that county. Granite City and
Alton are actually in Madison County.
Congressman COSTELLO represents
those communities ably and well. So
we come together to try to fix this.

I want to thank the chairman of the
committee, who heard our concerns
and moved this expeditiously, along
with the ranking member, Mr. BACHUS,
and my good friend, JUDY BIGGERT, who
helped in the process.

We look forward to a time when
Alton and Granite City can get in-
volved in the process and make appli-
cations through the CDBG for the

needed infrastructure developments
that are available through that Federal
program.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
Madam Speaker, I yield such time as
he may consume to the prime author of
this bill, who is a very vigorous advo-
cate for one of the communities he rep-
resents, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. COSTELLO).

Mr. COSTELLO. Madam Speaker, 1
thank the chairman of the Financial
Services Committee not only for yield-
ing time to me, but for handling this
bill in a very quick fashion and getting
it to the floor today.

I think everything that needs to be
said about this legislation has been
said by the chairman and my colleague
from Collinsville, Illinois.

I urge passage of this legislation.

H.R. 1515 would allow the cities of Alton
and Granite City in lllinois to maintain principal
city designation for entitlement purposes under
the Community Development Block Grant pro-
gram.

Alton and Granite City have been a part of
the Madison County CDBG program since its
inception in 1975 for purposes of receiving
grants as entitlement communities under the
CDBG program.

In 1999, Alton and Granite City deferred
their entitlement status so Madison County
would not lose entitlement status as a county.

This agreement proved to be satisfactory
until the OMB changed definitions. OMB no
longer recognizes the ‘“central city” status.
The new “principal city” designation requires a
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minimum population of 50,000, which neither
community meets.

As a result, both communities lost entitle-
ment status for purposes of the CDBG pro-
gram, while all other “central city” commu-
nities were grandfathered into the program.

HUD has determined that Alton & Grantie
City are the only communities to have lost
CDBG entitlement status in the Nation as a re-
sult of the recent OMB changes in how coun-
ties are defined.

As a result, Granite City and Alton are no
longer part of an entitlement community.

At no time did the cities or the county be-
lieve that, by deferring their status in previous
years, they would be jeopardizing future fund-
ing.

Madam Speaker, | again thank Chairman
BARNEY FRANK, Ranking Member BACHUS, and
Congressman SHIMKUS, for working together in
a bipartisan manner to address this unique sit-
uation.

Other information:

Both communities are older industrial cities
that have suffered from job losses and have
higher than local, State and national unem-
ployment levels. Both have had large employ-
ers, including steel mills in both cities, close.
Both have an older housing stock and lower
income residents. Additionally, both have a
disproportionate share of public housing, in
comparison to the balance of the region.

Alton population: 30,500; Granite City popu-
lation: 31, 301.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. FRANK) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1515.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 23 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

————
0 1804
AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. MEEKS of New York) at 6
o’clock and 4 minutes p.m.

———

PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 1257, SHARE-
HOLDER VOTE ON EXECUTIVE
COMPENSATION ACT

Mr. ARCURI, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report

H3435

(Rept. No. 110-96) on the resolution (H.
Res. 301) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 1257) to amend the Secu-
rities Exchange Act of 1934 to provide
shareholders with an advisory vote on
executive compensation, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 1361, RELIEF FOR
ENTREPRENEURS: COORDINA-
TION OF OBJECTIVES AND VAL-
UES FOR EFFECTIVE RECOVERY
ACT OF 2007

Mr. ARCURI, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-97) on the resolution (H.
Res. 302) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 1361) to improve the dis-
aster relief programs of the Small
Business Administration, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 1677, by the yeas and nays;

H. Res. 196, by the yeas and nays;

H. Con. Res. 100, by the yeas and
nays;

H. Res. 273, by the yeas and nays;

H. Con. Res. 76, by the yeas and nays.

Proceedings on H. Res. 293 will re-
sume tomorrow.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

————

TAXPAYER PROTECTION ACT OF
2007

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1677, as amended, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
LEWIS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1677, as
amended.

This will be a 15-minute note.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 407, nays 7,
not voting 19, as follows:

[Roll No. 214]

YEAS—407
Abercrombie Altmire Baker
Ackerman Andrews Baldwin
Aderholt Arcuri Barrett (SC)
Akin Baca Barrow
Alexander Bachus Bartlett (MD)
Allen Baird Barton (TX)
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